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Judge Uaihanl Ueasall 
federal District Oourt 
Hack da|«w> D*0* 

Dear Judge Oeaeal 1 , 

X 

III mj Civil lotion 2969-70 y*u av&rdtd a mmnmry judgment to tbo OffUMt la 
all or la part baaod upon an affidavit fcgr tbo ArohiTlat of tho Hnlb a d State*, Dr# Jawa 
Khoaria. la tbo pro - oo u rt aptlou I allo^od perjurj to Dr. S bo ado and oharvod that tbo 
tovanaooat Tlolatod lta m regulation* and tbo lav aad uoad both and tbo tanned/ WO 
M part of . lufi of pio|M|Ud>| one remit oi whlah mo to Amy M ay 

to dmy freeden of lnfexmtlaa md ucu to of ildal wi n m o .. 

Whan you. the Qmnwot md Dr. Ihoads ignored thla charge of perjury. which la • 
orlm md aotl onahlo. Im— I m not a lawyer and do not wish to lipase my busdm span 
tha oourt. as a ligna my without eo lntanril ng. £ pressed this ns further. Mo amor, ttan 
aro reoact devalopnmta which, In my visa, bear directly upon thla aad the denial to m af 
ay rights. It la another contrived Coveonmnt owapalgn of propugmda la efcloh for at least 
the saoond tlae there am an exclusive "leak:* to tha Maw Xoxk Tima and ona reporter la 
partloular. hr. /rad Orahm. I believe thla again ad nraaaaa perjury and the la teed to 
perjure In your oourt. I molooa a oopy of Mr. Brahes* a story of yesterday. X do ast 
propose to address all tlia falsehood and prop a ganda In It. lievevsr. X think yew shawl i 
know that this story was followed by saturation treataant by the alaatreolo aartia. 

One peragrpah in particular aduxesaas ay nl^agntlon of perjury. the denial to m 
of ay rights and what 1 regard and heps you will ooaa to regard an aa lapoadtloa upm 
you and the prooaaam of Justioe. X have narked It la red. Xt reads! 

"Dr. hattlmr wan oil owed to aaa ether ttau that haw. bam ahem to only few 
peraona bat hare not (nlaj bam hldnm free noagawamment experts. these looted, the 
Prealdmt'a bloody aad buXlst-paesturad ala thing, the sole (ala] bullet found after the 
shooting and the Prealdmt'a beak br a ss." 

Toe nay reoali that it la for pictures of this olo thing that X eUei. The milflit 
swore ha aaa prevented flea providing oopdm under the turns af a ao-ghUed latter agree 
amt that la la avldanm la this oaea. 0.1.2969-70, aa la his affidavit free whisk X shall 
quete. Xt my half your understanding to knew that Sr. lettlmr is n urolsglOt mi that 
the 1 read lent* a urine. uziaary treat and aaythiag related to either m net a am noun af 
the frostiest* a Oom&aaiea or any of tha evjdmee and la entirely unrelated to the asaanai- 
nntioB or lto lnveorttmtlon. lot ha ana glum pwnlualva aoooaa to this withheld evliaeeae 
despite tha xeoordai aypllmtlon of four qualified pathologists, whlak Dr. lettinar in net. 
end ay own and tha vary fhhet request, and. tha first of Sovwnbar 19U» — rw than five 
yean (#• aside free mat was at lasaa in your oourt* " 

la tbo affidavit filed In your oourt. Dr. Khoada swore ta "reetjrlotloaa on tha 
Inspection of or enema to aald olothlag" (Paragraph 3). Ha than swore (Paragraph i) 
that "in lieu of tha originals" md "la order to pr es erv e them articles npl’it possible 
damage" they era to bo photographed "for purpoma of avail nation". Ha thm aaoara that 
"I have datarnlaad thit" those qualified "nay view photographs of tha aqli artlalm of 
slothing but aay not tnepaot or amarine the artlalm of olothlaga thmmXvmi " Paragraph f 
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all ewes the need for strictest observance of the provisions of ouch contracts for "to 
permit the confidential restrictions to bo violated would completely destroy public 

confidence in the federal Governments* s ability and willingness to boner its oom Itmaats" 
else there be dire consequences, including that "the aridity of the whole concept of 
the National zvrehives and itecords Service nnd Presidential libraries will be placed la 
question", with " a drying up of basic research* 1 1 ) 

In Paragraph 7 hr. khoads swore that If be * compile d with the terms of the letter 
agreement* he may do so only by "the snowing of photographs", which he held to he "adequate 
for research*. He also gives further alleged specification of why he cannot "show tbs 
clothing itself." Were this not enough, in t o next paragraph he swears that even the 
taking of photographs for scholars "would ma ice it impossible for the National Archives 
to be eruro of preventing violation of t e terms of tbs letter agreement.” And this 
contract provides (l)(l) that none of this material "shall be plaoed on public display*. 

A&luc from faucial officials, under this contract access is to be afforded two 
different categories, "Any sorlous scholar or investigator or matters relating to the death 
of the late President, for purposes relevant to hi 3 study thereof," (l^(2)(b) and care- 
fully described uedioal experts, "Any recognised expert in the field of pathology or 
relateu areas or science or technology", urology clearly not fitting this definition* 

It is without dispute and it was not disputed bjrk admitted in your court that I do meet 
the first definition, that of * serious scholar or investigator”. let exclusive access, 
which in practical offset means a 00 py right on public information and evl demos, was 
granted to one not meeting these prerequisites but enjoying one more congenial, that of 
professional apologist for what the vJorerument wants believed and did allege* 1 would 
retain*: the court that what was at issue before it was my acceas to tmhlln evident- 
official exhibits of an official proceeding of government* 

III (l) of tide contract further stipulates that the clothing will not be shorn. 

I he regulations of the National Archives relating to these materials vers specially 
drawn. 1 intnroduced them into evidence after they were denied me by the National Archives, 
which later, verbally, confessed to me where it guessed I had obtained them, that guess 
being correct. Theta were misrepresented to this court. Subsequent to the hearing, under 
date of J uly 6/1971 , they were revised. Applicable at the tlmeof the hearing w%s this 
language of faragrpeh 5* "In the event tbs existing photographs do not meet the needs of 
the researcher additional photographle views will be madef, furnished, with extra charges 
"for unusually difficult or time-oonsuol ag photogmaphy." After my suit the following 
language was edued, betokening, I submit, guilt in misrepresentation to this courts 
"The clothing of President Kennedy will n at h* •(emphasis added) but photographs, 

of which no copies will be supplied, will be shown. Authority for this change is again 
attributed to the much-belabored contract, five years late.* 

La best a layman oan, I feel this warrants the allegation that to the charge of 
perjury that of tho intent to defraud me of my lights seems not unwarranted, I think this 
also represents a further imposition upon this court and the pro osan ea of justice. And I 
belie vo that when the clothing itself is made available to a urologist of all things whan 
copies of pictures of tho official evidence are denied a qualified researcher under the 
contract, despite all the swearing before you that this is impossible and precluded and 
is not and c&nuot be done, there remains no reasonable question of intent. 

What could be expected and what was given in return by this person to whoa an 
exclusive copyright on public property was given is amply illustrated in hr. Graham 1 s 
story, tho third paragraph of which reads, in reference to what he had been shown 1 

they 1 dominate any doubt completely' 1 about the validity of the Warren Commission's 
conclusions that Lee Harvey Oswald fired all the allots that struck the President", 

Palpably, nothing shown hr. La t timer could by any stretch of tbs imagination do this. 






&o auto. ay pictures &ua JUrays# no clothing, including back braoe and Aoe elastic 
bandage# even if M tightly wrapped" in a "figure 8 theiugh "the President 1 0 "orotach 
and arounu back of his but to oka# oan in any way prove who fired what or how many shots*- 
This is propaganda# the quid pro quo of the exclusive# of the violation of lav# regulation 
and contract# the purpose of what i think are the perjury and fraud of which I was victim# 
to make this evidence first available to an apologist* 

Were this not enough recompense# there regain such things an the unspeakable 
obscenity# the utterly false charge that the Kennedy family denied the film to the 
^members and staff officials of the Warren Commiasion* "Thi s is to Victimise the 
innocent survivors of the innocent victim of the monstrous crime# m I charged in the 
pre-hoaring papers# but another and no less despicable misuse of the Kennedy name* 

1 apologies for this new taking of your time* However# I do believe a crime or 
crimes wore committed# before your court# that I am among the vie time# and I do hope 
you will find gone means of determining for yourself wither or not this crime or these 
criues arc the legal fact* 

4’iore than oven now do I want to ap./eal your decision* You told ee the court above 
woulu ppovide help* It has not and I cannot learn why* I did gilo an affidavit in forma 
pauperis and all other papers that were sent me# all promptly* 

Sincerely# 



Harold Weis berg 

oca 1 hears itho&ds# iarahall# hartin 
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